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race’s hair’’ and that ‘‘Black women’s hair-
styles were consistently rated lower or ‘less 
ready’ for job performance.’’ 

Among the study’s other findings are that 80 
percent of Black women believed that they 
had to change their hair from its natural state 
to ‘‘fit in at the office,’’ that they were 83 per-
cent more likely to be judged harshly because 
of their looks. 

The study indicated that Black women were 
1.5 times more likely to be sent home from the 
workplace because of their hair, and that they 
were 3.4 times more likely to be perceived as 
unprofessional compared to non-African-Amer-
ican women. 

Eight years ago, the United States Army re-
moved a grooming regulation prohibiting 
women servicemembers from wearing their 
hair in dreadlocks, a regulation that had a dis-
proportionately adverse impact on Black 
women. 

This decision was the result of a 2014 order 
by then-Secretary of Defense Chuck Hagel to 
review the military’s policies regarding hair-
styles popular with African-American women 
after complaints from members of Congress, 
myself included, that the policies unfairly tar-
geted black women. 

In 2015, the Marine Corps followed suit and 
issued regulations to permit lock and twist 
hairstyles. 

The CROWN Study illustrates the preva-
lence of hair discrimination but numerous sto-
ries across the country put names and faces 
to the people behind those numbers. 

In 2017, a Banana Republic employee was 
told by a manager that she was violating the 
company’s dress code because her box braids 
were too ‘‘urban’’ and ‘‘unkempt.’’ 

A year later, in 2018, Andrew Johnson, a 
New Jersey high school student, was forced 
by a white referee to either have his 
dreadlocks cut or forfeit a wrestling match, 
leading him to have his hair cut in public by 
an athletic trainer immediately before the 
match. 

That same year, an 11-year-old Black girl in 
Louisiana was asked to leave class at a pri-
vate Roman Catholic school near New Orle-
ans because her braided hair extensions vio-
lated the school’s policies. 

The next year, two African-American men in 
Texas alleged being denied employment by 
Six Flags because of their hairstyles—one had 
long braids and the other had dreadlocks. 

And earlier this year, there were news re-
ports of a Texas student who would not be al-
lowed to walk at graduation because his 
dreadlocks were too long. 

The CROWN Act prohibits discrimination in 
federally funded programs and activities based 
on an individual’s hair texture or hairstyle if it 
is commonly associated with a particular race 
or national origin, including ‘‘a hairstyle in 
which hair is tightly coiled or tightly curled, 
locs, cornrows, twists, braids, Bantu knots, 
and Afros.’’ 

The legislation also provides that the prohi-
bition will be enforced as if it was incorporated 
into Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 
which prohibits discrimination on the basis of 
race, color, or national origin in federally-fund-
ed programs, and that violations of Section 
3(a) will be treated as if they were violations 
of Section 601 of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 

I strongly support this legislation and urge 
all Members to join me in voting for the pas-
sage of H.R. 2116, the CROWN Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
WATSON COLEMAN). The question is on 
the motion offered by the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. NADLER) that the 
House suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 2116, as amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. JORDAN. Madam Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution 
8, the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are 
postponed. 

f 

EMMETT TILL ANTILYNCHING ACT 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 55) to amend section 249 of 
title 18, United States Code, to specify 
lynching as a hate crime act, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 55 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Emmett Till 
Antilynching Act’’. 
SEC. 2. LYNCHING; OTHER CONSPIRACIES. 

Section 249(a) of title 18, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(5) LYNCHING.—Whoever conspires to com-
mit any offense under paragraph (1), (2), or 
(3) shall, if death or serious bodily injury (as 
defined in section 2246 of this title) results 
from the offense, be imprisoned for not more 
than 30 years, fined in accordance with this 
title, or both. 

‘‘(6) OTHER CONSPIRACIES.—Whoever con-
spires to commit any offense under para-
graph (1), (2), or (3) shall, if death or serious 
bodily injury (as defined in section 2246 of 
this title) results from the offense, or if the 
offense includes kidnapping or an attempt to 
kidnap, aggravated sexual abuse or an at-
tempt to commit aggravated sexual abuse, or 
an attempt to kill, be imprisoned for not 
more than 30 years, fined in accordance with 
this title, or both.’’. 
SEC. 3. DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY EF-

FECTS. 
The budgetary effects of this Act, for the 

purpose of complying with the Statutory 
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement 
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion’’ for this Act, submitted for printing in 
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of 
the House Budget Committee, provided that 
such statement has been submitted prior to 
the vote on passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. NADLER) and the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. JORDAN) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-

vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, the Emmett Till 
Antilynching Act is long-overdue legis-
lation that would correct a historical 
injustice by finally specifying lynching 
as a crime under Federal law. 

Our Nation endured a shameful pe-
riod during which thousands of African 
Americans were lynched as a means of 
racial subordination and enforcing 
white supremacy. These violent inci-
dents were largely tolerated by State 
and Federal officials, and they rep-
resent a stain on our Nation’s legacy. 

Today, we acknowledge this disgrace-
ful chapter in American history, and 
we send a clear message that such vio-
lent actions motivated by hatred and 
bigotry will not be tolerated in this 
country. 

The term ‘‘lynching’’ generally refers 
to premeditated public acts of vio-
lence—often resulting in death—car-
ried out by a mob in order to punish an 
alleged transgressor or to strike fear 
among a targeted group. 

Throughout history, lynching has 
been employed as an extreme form of 
informal group social control and has 
often been conducted with the display 
of a public spectacle for maximum in-
timidation. 

This legislation is named in honor of 
Emmett Till, a 14-year-old African- 
American youth from Chicago, who 
was lynched in a particularly gruesome 
fashion while visiting an uncle in Mis-
sissippi in 1955. His murder and the 
antilynching movement that followed 
set the stage for the creation of the 
civil rights movement that we recog-
nize today. 

Though lynching touches all races 
and religions and occurs throughout 
the United States, it has been most 
common in the South and was targeted 
primarily at Blacks. 

During the period between the Civil 
War and World War II, thousands of Af-
rican Americans were lynched in the 
United States. These violent incidents 
profoundly impacted race relations and 
shaped the geographic, political, social, 
and economic conditions of African- 
American communities in ways that 
are still evident today. 

The first Federal antilynching legis-
lation was introduced in 1900, almost 
120 years ago, by Congressman George 
Henry White, the only African-Amer-
ican Member of Congress at that time. 
Unfortunately, neither his bill nor any 
antilynching bills that were introduced 
in the decades that followed managed 
to pass Congress. 

The Department of Justice has used 
other laws to prosecute some civil 
rights-era crimes and hate crimes that 
were described as lynching in public 
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discourse, but there is no Federal law 
explicitly prohibiting lynching. 

Today, we act to correct this histor-
ical injustice. Madam Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. RUSH) 
for his leadership on this important 
issue and for his attention to history. 

In memory of Emmett Till and in 
memory of all the victims of lynching 
throughout our history, I urge my col-
leagues to support this important leg-
islation, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. JORDAN. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, the bill before us 
today recalls a dark period in our Na-
tion’s history. Lynching is an espe-
cially horrible act of violence. It was 
and is as wrong as wrong can be. 

Last century, lynchings were a com-
mon atrocity committed by the Ku 
Klux Klan against the Black commu-
nity. From the 1880s to the 1960s, ap-
proximately 4,743 individuals were 
lynched in the United States, of whom 
3,400 victims were African American. 

The bill before us today will make 
lynching a hate crime under the Fed-
eral code. There should be no doubt 
that our Nation condemns lynching in 
the strongest possible terms, which is 
why I was surprised that the bill re-
ported out of committee minimized the 
importance of the gravity of the crime 
of lynching. I am pleased, however, 
that the majority is bringing this 
version to the floor rather than the 
text reported out of committee. 

The bill reported out of committee 
simply criminalized conspiracies to 
commit any type of hate crime no mat-
ter how insignificant the injury. The 
bill before us today criminalizes a con-
spiracy if death or serious bodily in-
jury occurs. 

Madam Speaker, I hope we can all 
stand with one voice and condemn the 
atrocity of lynching. I urge a ‘‘yes’’ 
vote on this legislation, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

b 1615 
Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I 

yield 6 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, 
I thank the chairman for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup-
port of H.R. 55, the Emmett Till 
Antilynching Act, which amends title 
18, section 249 of the United States 
Code to make lynching a hate crime 
under Federal law punishable by up to 
30 years imprisonment. 

But before I go any further, let me 
acknowledge Congressman BOBBY RUSH 
who has been steadfast in the years 
that I have known him pushing day 
after day because Mamie Till and Em-
mett came from Chicago, from Illinois, 
going down to Mississippi, as Black 
children typically did, to see relatives 
in Mississippi, in Georgia, in Florida, 
in Texas, and in Alabama. He went 
down in 1955. 

I thank Congressman RUSH for his 
leadership and persistence. We tried to 

get this in the George Floyd Justice in 
Policing Act, but I think we are where 
we want to be, a freestanding bill. 

In 1989 a civil rights memorial was 
dedicated in Montgomery, Alabama, 
the birthplace of the modern civil 
rights movement, one of the efforts of 
Bryan Stevenson, to memorialize these 
individuals who were hanged. It honors 
the lives and memories of 40 martyrs 
who were slain during the movement 
from 1954 to 1968, including Emmett 
Till. We know that many more people 
lost their lives to racial violence dur-
ing that era. As we were studying H.R. 
40, the Reparations Commission, we de-
termined 4,000—and most of those who 
were lynched were African Americans— 
the killers of 13 of the 40 martyrs 
whose names were inscribed on the me-
morial had not been prosecuted or con-
victed, and it is dedicated to those 
martyrs. 

In 10 of the 40 deaths, defendants 
were either acquitted by all-White ju-
ries or served only token prison sen-
tences. We also know there are many 
cases that still cry out for justice that 
involve hanging in particular of Afri-
can Americans. These unsolved crimes 
represent a continuing stain on our Na-
tion’s honor and mock its commitment 
to equal justice under the law. The leg-
islation before us is intended to help 
remove that stain once and for all. 

The 40 victims selected for inclusion 
in the civil rights memorial fit at least 
one of three criteria: they were mur-
dered because they were active in the 
civil rights movement; they were 
killed by organized hate crimes as acts 
of terror aimed at intimidating Black 
and civil rights activists; and their 
death, like the death of Emmett Till, 
helped to galvanize a movement by 
demonstrating the brutality faced by 
African Americans in the South. 

That young boy aged 13 was hanged. 
These individuals were hanged. Several 
were White; 33 were Black. They were 
students, farmers, ministers, truck 
drivers, a homemaker, and a Nobel lau-
reate. But, Madam Speaker, there are 
many, many other victims besides the 
40 who were remembered in the memo-
rial. The Southern Poverty Law Center 
reports through its research that ap-
proximately 75 other people died vio-
lently between 1952 and 1968 under cir-
cumstances suggesting that they were 
victims of racial violence. For most of 
them, the reason their names were not 
added to the memorial is because they 
were not enough; because the killings 
of African Americans were often cov-
ered up or not seriously investigated. 
There is little to doubt that many 
slayings were never recorded by au-
thorities. 

The crux of the matter is that lynch-
ing, even up to today, 2022, was not a 
Federal crime, and the heinous and evil 
act of lynching another human being 
was not a Federal crime that could be 
prosecuted. These are the ways that we 
can address this question by a Federal 
antilynching bill once and for all, mak-
ing it a crime to lynch anyone in the 
United States. 

So let me thank Mamie Till for being 
a courageous and wonderful civil rights 
activist driven by the heinous and hor-
rible killing and hanging of a 13-year- 
old boy. 

This is both mother and son in a 
much nicer time, and this is a mother 
who is expressing pain at the funeral of 
her child. And this, of course, is a pho-
tograph of what a 13-year-old, hand-
some, little boy looked like after he 
was beaten, lynched, dragged, and 
thrown in the water. This has to stop. 

Now with this legislation we will fi-
nally have an antilynching legislation 
that makes illegal the idea of lynching. 

Let me say that this idea of lynching 
is not an old act. 1981 was one of the 
most recent acts of lynching a fellow 
human being. So it is extremely impor-
tant that we have this law that once 
and forever says that if it is not in the 
Constitution in terms of the exact lan-
guage, it is tied to the Constitution, 
the 13th Amendment, which is the pro-
hibition of slavery, the 14th Amend-
ment which is due process. And I can 
assure our colleagues that we have not 
completed the thoughts of both of 
those amendments without having H.R. 
55 which helps to ensure that justice is 
rendered and that lynching forever is 
stopped and that we realize that it is 
both a devastating and deadly act. But 
it is the ultimate indignity of taking 
another human being and hanging 
them like a piece of whatever one 
would like to imagine, like meat in a 
meat locker. 

Let us stop that now. Let America 
stand as a place of human rights and a 
place of dignity. 

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues 
to support H.R. 55. 

Mr. JORDAN. Madam Speaker, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
BIGGS). 

Mr. BIGGS. Madam Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Ohio for yielding 
time to me. I am grateful that we are 
going to be voting today on this 
version of this bill. I think it is a 
much-improved version as opposed to 
the one that came out of committee. I 
am grateful to all those who worked 
hard on this to try to make this a bet-
ter bill, and I am grateful for that. 

I think when we reflect upon this bill 
and the history of our Nation—this Na-
tion we all love and cherish—we recog-
nize that we have to cure and acknowl-
edge some issues and problems that we 
have had. And this is not the least of 
those for sure, but it is an important 
thing to recognize. 

I appreciated the chairman of the Ju-
diciary Committee mentioning George 
Henry White who was the first person 
to introduce an antilynching piece of 
legislation. George Henry White was 
from North Carolina. He was a Repub-
lican Representative. He was the only 
African American who was a Member 
of Congress at the time. After he left 
Congress in the early part of the last 
century, 1901, it would be 28 years be-
fore another African American came 
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into these important Halls of law and 
legislation. 

One thing that Congressman White 
was very bold about was to fight and 
stand against disenfranchisement, to 
fight disenfranchisement and also to 
fight mob violence which took an in-
credible amount of courage and dis-
cipline, and I appreciate that and his 
history. 

I am hopeful that we will make this 
a unanimous vote. I hope that we will 
record that vote for our posterity and 
for all Americans to know and recog-
nize that the United States House of 
Representatives could come together 
as yet we may disagree on so many 
things, but on this issue that we can 
come together unitedly. 

Madam Speaker, I appreciate the op-
portunity to speak on this, and I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished 
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. GARCIA). 

Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, I rise today in support of the Em-
mett Till Antilynching Act. Sadly, 
more than 6,500 Black Americans were 
lynched between 1865 and 1950. My 
home State of Texas sadly—sadly—has 
the third highest number of lynchings 
in history. There were 468 documented 
deaths by lynching in Texas between 
1885 and 1942. However, many histo-
rians believe that closer to 5,000 Mexi-
cans and Mexican Americans died by 
lynching around this time. 

Few actions are crueler, more hei-
nous, and more inhumane than some-
one being lynched. Yet to this day— 
and shamefully so—lynching does not 
have a Federal hate crime legislation. 
Since 1900 there have been more than 
200 attempts to codify lynching as a 
Federal crime, but each attempt was 
unsuccessful. 

Today we can correct this historical 
injustice. By passing this bill, we can 
begin the closing of this terrible and 
shameful chapter in America’s history. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to co-
sponsor this bill, and I urge all my col-
leagues to support it here today. I am 
pleased to hear the other side of the 
aisle talk about a unanimous vote. 
What we need is a unanimous vote to 
support this bill. It is time. It is time. 

Mr. JORDAN. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. CAR-
TER). 

Mr. CARTER of Louisiana. Madam 
Speaker, this bill would, incredibly and 
tragically, for the first time make 
lynching a Federal hate crime in 
America. 

Despite more than 200 attempts to 
pass antilynching legislation through 
Congress over the past 120 years, lynch-
ing has never been designated as a Fed-
eral crime. 

And this isn’t just a horror of the 
past. Unfortunately, we still see these 
horrible instances. This is reality still 
today because murders are prosecuted 

at the local level, this historical injus-
tice meant that 99 percent of lynching 
perpetrators escaped punishment. 

This bill is long overdue. Today I will 
be voting for Representative BOBBY 
RUSH’s antilynching bill to finally 
close this dark chapter of our history. 
We cannot bring back Emmett Till or 
the thousands of others whose precious 
lives were lost in the horrible acts of 
racial terror, but passing this 
antilynching act is a historic step for-
ward justice and a signal that our Na-
tion will finally reckon with this dark 
chapter of our history. 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time, and I am 
prepared to close. 

Mr. JORDAN. Madam Speaker, I 
would just say that I hope we do have 
a unanimous vote and support this 
good piece of legislation, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

Madam Speaker, with this legisla-
tion, we can right a great historical 
wrong by finally specifying lynching as 
a crime under Federal law, more than 
120 years after the first antilynching 
bill was introduced in Congress. Al-
though this proposal should have been 
law a long time ago, it is never too late 
to do the right thing. 

The shameful era when lynchings 
were commonplace in this country— 
particularly in the South—is thank-
fully over, but we have seen disturbing 
echoes of this gruesome practice in re-
cent years—most recently in the brutal 
murder of Ahmaud Arbery. This legis-
lation sends a clear message that such 
violent actions motivated by hatred 
and bigotry will not be tolerated in 
this country. 

The Nation is in the midst of a na-
tional conversation and a national 
awakening on issues of race and jus-
tice. As we reckon with our past and 
look to the future, it is important that 
we place lynching where it properly be-
longs—in criminal code alongside other 
hate crimes that have caused so much 
pain and suffering over the years. 

I want to thank Congressman BOBBY 
RUSH for his tireless efforts in bringing 
this legislation forward and all the 
other Members whose efforts have 
paved the way for passage of this bill 
today. 

Madam Speaker, I urge all my col-
leagues to support this legislation, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
in strong support of H.R. 55, the ‘‘Emmett Till 
Antilynching Act,’’ which amends the Title 18, 
Section 249 of the United States Code to 
make lynching a hate crime under federal law 
punishable by up to 30 years imprisonment. 

Madam Speaker, in 1989, the Civil Rights 
Memorial was dedicated in Montgomery, Ala-
bama, the birthplace of the modern Civil 
Rights Movement. 

The Memorial honors the lives and memo-
ries of 40 martyrs who were slain during the 
movement from 1954 to 1968, including Em-
mett Till. 

But we know that many more people lost 
their lives to racial violence during that era. 

In fact, at the time the Memorial was dedi-
cated, the killers of 13 of the 40 martyrs 
whose names are inscribed on the Memorial 
had not been prosecuted or convicted. 

In 10 of the 40 deaths, defendants were ei-
ther acquitted by allwhite juries or served only 
token prison sentences. 

We also know there are many cases that 
still cry out for justice. 

These unsolved crimes represent a con-
tinuing stain on our nation’s honor and mock 
its commitment to equal justice under law. 

The legislation before us is intended to help 
us remove that stain once and for all. 

The 40 victims selected for inclusion in the 
Civil Rights Memorial fit at least one of three 
criteria: (1) they were murdered because they 
were active in the civil rights movement; (2) 
they were killed by organized hate groups as 
acts of terror aimed at intimidating blacks and 
civil rights activists; or, (3) their deaths, like 
the death of Emmett Till, helped to galvanize 
the movement by demonstrating the brutality 
faced by African Americans in the South. 

The 40 persons who fit the selection criteria 
ranged in age from 11 to 66. 

Seven were white, and 33 were black. 
They were students, farmers, ministers, 

truck drivers, a homemaker and a Nobel lau-
reate. 

But Madam Speaker, there are many, many 
other victims besides the 40 who are remem-
bered on the Memorial. 

The Southern Poverty Law Center reports 
that its research uncovered approximately 75 
other people who died violently between 1952 
and 1968 under circumstances suggesting that 
they were victims of racial violence. 

For most of them the reason their names 
were not added to the Memorial is because 
not enough was known about the details sur-
rounding their deaths. 

Sadly, the reason so little is known about 
these cases is because they were not fully in-
vestigated or, in some cases, law enforcement 
officials were involved in the killings or subse-
quent cover-ups. 

And because the killings of African Ameri-
cans were often covered up or not seriously 
investigated, there is little reason to doubt that 
many slayings were never even recorded by 
the authorities. 

The reason justice had not been served was 
the callous indifference, and often the criminal 
collusion, of many white law enforcement offi-
cials in the segregated South. 

There simply was no justice for African 
Americans during the civil rights era. 

The whole criminal justice system—from the 
police to the prosecutors, to the juries, and to 
the judges—was perverted by racial bigotry. 

African Americans were routinely beaten, 
bombed and shot with impunity. 

Sometimes, the killers picked their victims 
on a whim. 

Sometimes, they targeted them for their ac-
tivism. 

In other cases, prominent white citizens 
were involved, and no consequences flowed. 

Herbert Lee of Liberty, Mississippi, for ex-
ample, was shot in the head by a state legis-
lator in broad daylight in 1961. 

It is, of course, fitting and proper that this 
legislation bears the name of Emmett Till, 
whose slaying in 1955 and his mother’s deci-
sion to have an open casket at his funeral 
stirred the nation’s conscience and galvanized 
a generation of Americans to join the fight for 
equality. 
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Sadly, hundreds of them were killed in that 

struggle, and many of the killers, like those of 
Emmett himself, were never successfully pros-
ecuted. 

Madam Speaker, over the past half century, 
the United States has made tremendous 
progress in overcoming the badges and 
vestiges of slavery. 

But this progress has been purchased at 
great cost. 

Examples of unsolved cases include the 
1968 ‘‘Orangeburg Massacre’’ at South Caro-
lina State University where state police shot 
and killed three student protesters; the 1967 
shooting death of Carrie Brumfield, whose 
body was found on a rural Louisiana road; the 
1957 murder of Willie Joe Sanford, whose 
body was fished out of a creek in 
Hawkinsville, Georgia; the 1946 killing of a 
black couple, including a pregnant woman, 
who was pulled out of a car in Monroe, Geor-
gia, and dragged down a wagon trail before 
being shot in front of 200 people. 

Solving cases like these is part of the great 
unfinished work I of America. 

Madam Speaker, 53 years ago, Medgar 
Evers was murdered in Jackson, Mississippi; 
justice would not be done in his case for more 
than twenty years. 

But that day was foretold because the 
evening before the death of Medgar Evers, on 
June 11, 1963, President John F. Kennedy 
addressed the nation from the Oval Office on 
the state of race relations and civil rights in 
America. 

In his historic speech to the nation President 
Kennedy said: 

‘‘We are confronted primarily with a moral 
issue. It is as old as the scriptures and is as 
clear as the American Constitution. 

‘‘One hundred years of delay have passed 
since President Lincoln freed the slaves, yet 
their heirs, their grandsons, are not fully free. 
They are not yet freed from the bonds of injus-
tice. They are not yet freed from social and 
economic oppression. And this Nation, for all 
its hopes and all its boasts, will not be fully 
free until all its citizens are free.’’ 

H.R. 55 will help ensure that justice is re-
ceived by victims of lynching and in doing so, 
this legislation will help this Nation fulfill its 
hopes and justify its boast that in America all 
persons live in freedom. 

Madam Speaker, I strongly support this leg-
islation and urge all Members to join me in 
voting for its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
NADLER) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 55, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. BIGGS. Madam Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution 
8, the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are 
postponed. 

b 1630 

INDIANA HUNT-MARTIN POST 
OFFICE BUILDING 

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 2142) to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 170 Manhattan Avenue in Buf-
falo, New York, as the ‘‘Indiana Hunt- 
Martin Post Office Building’’. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2142 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. INDIANA HUNT-MARTIN POST OFFICE 

BUILDING. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 170 
Manhattan Avenue in Buffalo, New York, 
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘Indi-
ana Hunt-Martin Post Office Building’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Indiana Hunt-Martin 
Post Office Building’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) 
and the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
DONALDS) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on this 
measure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 2142, to designate the facil-
ity of the United States Postal Service 
located at 170 Manhattan Avenue in 
Buffalo, New York, as the Indiana 
Hunt-Martin Post Office Building. 

Mrs. Indiana Hunt-Martin was born 
on May 30, 1922, in Georgia. Her family 
moved to western New York when she 
was in elementary school, and she was 
one of only two Black students in her 
high school class. 

She aspired to a business career but 
faced limited opportunities and had to 
take jobs picking peaches and cleaning 
restrooms at a TNT factory. 

In 1944, Mrs. Hunt-Martin joined the 
newly formed Women’s Army Corps. 
The Women’s Army Corps had more 
than 800 Black female soldiers serving 
in the 6888th Central Postal Directory 
Battalion, known as the Six Triple 
Eight. The Six Triple Eight was the 
only all-African-American Women’s 
Army Corps. 

Mrs. Hunt-Martin was one of the 
original 500 African-American female 
soldiers who were chosen to sail across 

the Atlantic. The soldiers feared they 
would not make it alive because they 
were being chased by a German U-boat. 
Fortunately, they arrived safely in 
Liverpool, England. 

In England, the soldiers were as-
signed to horrific conditions, staying 
in dilapidated schools infested with 
rats and parasites. Regardless of the 
conditions, the Six Triple Eight 
cleared a backlog of more than 17 mil-
lion pieces of mail and packages in 
only 3 months. 

They were then relocated to Rouen 
and Paris, France, where they contin-
ued adhering to their motto, ‘‘No mail, 
low morale.’’ 

In February 1946, the Six Triple 
Eight returned to a segregated United 
States. The unit received honorable 
discharges when they were disbanded 
but no recognition of their accomplish-
ments. 

Mrs. Hunt-Martin went on to have a 
distinguished career at the New York 
Department of Labor, working there 
for 41 years and retiring in 1987. 

She met her husband at the New 
York Department of Labor, with whom 
she had a loving daughter, Janice Mar-
tin. 

Throughout the years, Mrs. Hunt- 
Martin was an active life member of 
several veterans organizations and 
mentored young African-American 
women who chose to serve in the mili-
tary. 

She was inducted into the New York 
State Veterans Hall of Fame and re-
ceived several service medals. 

Mrs. Hunt-Martin passed away peace-
fully on September 21, 2020, at the age 
of 98. 

I encourage all of my colleagues to 
join me in honoring this American hero 
by naming the post office at 170 Man-
hattan Avenue as the Indiana Hunt- 
Martin Post Office Building. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. DONALDS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of 
this bill, which would name a post of-
fice in New York after Indiana Hunt- 
Martin. 

Mrs. Hunt-Martin was born in 
Uvalda, Georgia, during a time when 
opportunities for Black Americans 
were very limited. Her family moved to 
western New York, where she was one 
of two Black students at Niagara Falls 
High School. 

In 1944, Mrs. Hunt-Martin joined the 
only all-African-American Women’s 
Army Corps, the 6888th Central Postal 
Directory Battalion, known as the Six 
Triple Eight. 

She was then chosen to serve over-
seas in England, where she worked 
with fellow soldiers under harsh and 
challenging workspace conditions. 

In only 3 months, they cleared a 2- 
year backlog of mail destined for near-
ly 7 million members of the United 
States military and others serving in 
the European theater. This was cer-
tainly an important contribution to 
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